STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar,

# 15, Raj Guru Nagar Extension,

Ludhiana.








Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab,

SCO No. 1-2-3, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC - 1399/2008
Present:
Shri  Gurcharan Singh Brar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Deputy Director(Local Audit) Ludhiana-cum-APIO and Shri Vijay Sharma, Dealing Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant makes a written submission alongwith  annexure containing copies of letters issued by various Departments to the Examiner Local Fund Accounts and vice-versa, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent. 

3.

In this case  16 hearings have been held so far  and on each hearing detailed orders have been issued after due deliberations.  During hearings Shri A. P. Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Accounts  submitted two 
affidavits dated 10.11.2008 and 14.01.2009 and a written submission dated nil 
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 made on 10.03.2009 in which he has narrated  contradictory statements. 
Besides, while recommending the case to the Department of Finance he has made no mention of  the proceedings of 165th meeting of Board of Management held on 18.02.1997 in which the observations of Finance Committee have been noted and the directions were issued to the Vice-Chancellor, Punjab Agricultural University, Ludhiana to issue speaking orders and according the speaking orders were issued by the Vice-Chancellor.  Thus  Shri A. P. Gupta,  the PIO,   supplied misleading and incorrect  information to the Complainant and concealed facts,  which is  detrimental to the due justice deserved by the Complainant  in this case. 
4. 

In view of the facts and circumstances narrated above and the  submissions made by the PIO and the Complainant, I arrive at the conclusion that the PIO has deliberately committed  omissions and commissions and concealed facts  to mislead the Commission  and has knowingly supplied misleading and incorrect information to the Complainant with malafide intention  to harm the interest of the Complainant. Thus  he deserves to be penalized under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005. Therefore, a penalty of Rs. 10,000/-(Ten thousand only) is imposed upon Shri A. P. Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Accounts-cum-PIO to be recovered from his salary for the month of December, 
2009 as he is retiring from service on 31.12.2009. 
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5.

The Complainant states that on the assurance of University Authorities to consider his case favourably,  he withdrew the case filed by him and others in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and suffered a huge 
 financial loss otherwise  judgement of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court could have gone in his favour.  He further states that  he has attended 13 hearings in the instant case  in the Commission while traveling from Ludhiana to Chandigarh. He requests that he may be compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him at the rate of Rs. 2000/-(Two thousand) per visit.  Accordingly, a compensation of Rs. 14,000/-(Fourteen thousand) is awarded to the Complainant  to be paid by the Public Authority to the Complainant   through Bank Draft within a period of 15 days.
6.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on
 19.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
   CC:  
1.
Principal Secretary Finance,




Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2. Director, Treasury and Accounts, Punjab,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrit Pal Singh,

H.No. 263-A/13, Gali No. 8,

Hussainpura, Amritsar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




 Respondent
CC - 2763/2009

Present:
Shri  Amrit Pal Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Daljit Singh, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant states that the information in respect of Para 2 and 3 of his application for information has been supplied to him but the information in respect of  Para 1 has not been supplied to him so far. 
2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information in respect of Para 1, if available on record, will be supplied to the Complainant by 31.12.2009.  Accordingly, the Respondent  is directed to inform the  Commission on telephone on 31.12.2009 whether the information has been supplied to the Complainant or not. In case the information is not available on record, then the PIO will send   a written submission stating that no notice has been issued to the Complainant for removing him from service.
3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 

31.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Rajinder Kaur,

W/0 Shri Jasgdip Singh Sandhu,

Kothi No. 142, Azimgarh Abohar,

 Tehsil: Abohar, District: Ferozepur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instructions(S.E.)

Punjab, Sector:17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC - 897 /2009

Present:
Shri  R. S. Sidhu, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Mohan Singh Dhanoa, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Baljit Singh,  Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 05.11.2009 when a compensation of Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only) was awarded to the Complainant and the case was fixed for 12.11.2009 for confirmation of compliance of orders. However, the case could not be heard on 12.11.2009 due to administrative grounds and was postponed and fixed for today.
2.

The Respondent states  that  the amount of compensation has been paid to the Complainant as per the orders of the Commission and submits that   the case may be closed. 
3.

Ld. Counsel for the Complainant  requests that a copy of the order
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may also be sent to him at the  address: House No. 36(Top Floor), Sector:11, Chandigarh. 



4.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the Complainant and the  orders of the Commission dated 05.11.2009 have been complied with,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri R. S. Sidhu, Advocate, House No. 36 (Top Floor), Sector: 11, Chandigarh.
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
CC:
Shri R. S. Sidhu, Advocate, House No. 36 (Top Floor), Sector: 11, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmukh Singh,

S/o Shri Hakam Singh,

Resident of Village: Chak Kande Shah,

Block: Mamdot, P.O. Pindi,

District: Ferozepur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Tehsil & District: Ferozepur.





 Respondent

CC - 2025/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 15.12.2009,  when a compensation of Rs. 4000/-(Four thousand only) was awarded to the Complainant to be paid from Panchayat Funds within a week and the case was fixed for today for the confirmation of compliance of orders.
2.

The Complainant is not present and nothing has been heard from him, which shows that he has received the amount of compensation. 

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwinder Singh,

292, Panchyati Gali,

Tibbri Rod, Gurdaspur – 143521.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Committee, Gurdaspur.




 Respondent

CC - 2750/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant vide letter dated 07.11.2009 has intimated the Commission that he has received the requisite information and does not want to pursue his case any further. He has thanked the Commission for solving his problem and has requested that the case may be filed. 
2.

Since the requisite  information stands provided to the satisfaction of the Complainant,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Madan Lal,

Room No. 4, Railway Hospital,

B-Block, Railway Colony, Amritsar.




Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.





 Respondent
AC -  699/2009

Present:
Shri  Madan  Lal,  Appellant,  in person.


Shri Sanjeev Bhasin, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant vide letter No.  J/nkJhNh$n?;Hn?;H(nkoHNhHnkJhH$8979,  dated  1-12-09.   The Appellant states that he wants a copy of the Notification issued by the Government regarding reservation of plots for different categories. The Respondent assures the Commission that a copy of the Notification  will be sent to the Appellant by registered post within a week. 
2.

On the assurance given by the Respondent, the case is disposed of. However, the Appellant is free to approach the Commission again in case a copy of the Notification is not supplied to him within 15 days. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naval Kishore Chopra,

662, Kasera Bazar, Amritsar.





Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




 Respondent
AC - 634 /2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 03.12.2009, when a compensation of Rs. 1500/-( One thousand five hundred only) was awarded to the Appellant to be paid by the Public Authority within a period of 15 days and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of orders. 
2.

The Municipal Town Planner-cum-APIO, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar has sent a letter No. M.T.P./1590  to the Commission today  through Fax, which has been  addressed  to the Appellant, vide which a Bank   Draft No. 020085, dated 24.12.2009 amounting to Rs. 1500/- has been sent to the Appellant as per the orders of the Commission. 

3.

Since the orders of the Commission have been complied with,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Parkash Khanna,

S/o Late Shri Vidya Parkash Khanna,

# 1123,  R. B. Sain Dass Road,

Dhab Khatikan, Amritsar.






Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.



 Respondent

AC – 697/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant as well as  
the Appellant. 



ORDER

1.

Since none is present on behalf of the Appellant as well as the Respondent , one more opportunity is given to them to pursue their case and the case is fixed for further hearing on 04. 02. 2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner
                   


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrit Pal Singh,

H.No. 263-A/13, Gali No. 8,

Hussainpura, Amritsar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




 Respondent

CC - 2761/2009

Present:
Shri  Amrit Pal Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Daljit Singh, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant states that he has received the information. 
2.

Since the requisite information stands provided, the case is disposed of.  However,  the Complainant can approach the court of law for redressal of his grievances, if he so desires. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrit Pal Singh,

H.No. 263-A/13, Gali No. 8,

Hussainpura, Amritsar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




 Respondent

CC - 2762/2009

Present:
Shri  Amrit Pal Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Daljit Singh, SDO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 307, dated 26.08.2009. The Complainant states that he has not received the information so far.  Accordingly,  one photo  copy of the information is handed over to the Complainant in the court today in my presence and one copy is submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Parkash Monga,

C/o  Radhika Textiles, 

Ghass Mandi, Ludhiana – 141008.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary Local Government,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 2792/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

A letter has been received from  the complainant through e-mail today vide which he has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend the proceedings today as he has been suffering from viral fever. He has also intimated that no information has been supplied to him so far and has requested that penalty may be imposed upon the erring staff/officer.
2.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing with a copy  to the Commission.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04. 02. 2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on  the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 29.12. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

Gill Road Chapter, 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.







     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No. 436 /2009

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, the appellant, in person.



Shri Hakam Singh, SDO-cum-APIO and Shri Harish Bhagat, 


Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. The requisite information stands supplied.

Each and every point, as per the demand of the appellant, has been argued in the court.  The similar information in which the action taken report has been demanded by Shri Surinder Pal Advocate, the complete information including the inquiry report, when it is completed, will be supplied to the appellant in the instant case also. The information is supplied late as the application of the appellant was received through the office of Chief Minister, Punjab, from the office of Principal Secretary, Local Government and the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. The information was to be collected from the Chief Vigilance Officer, 
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who himself is the PIO, the department should have referred the case to the CVO to supply the information in the instant case, being the PIO of office of Local Government Department.

2.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:29.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

 Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

Gill Road Chapter, 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.







           Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 2731 /2009

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, the appellant, in person.



Shri Hakam Singh, SDO-cum-APIO and Shri Harish Bhagat, 


Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the PIO of office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 05.07.2009.  After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the commission on 09.09.2009 which was received in the commission office on 18.09.2009 against receipt No. 14882. Case was fixed for hearing on 12.11.2009. However, due to administrative grounds, case was adjourned and fixed for hearing on 29.12.2009.  

2.

The complainant states that he received a letter from the Executive Engineer (Projects) dated 17.07.2009 asking him to deposit Rs.7,000/- towards the cost of documents to be supplied to him. 

3.

On the perusal of the case file it brings out that the Executive 
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Engineer (P) has changed the date from 17th to 15th and also amount of Rs. 10,000/- was reduced to Rs. 7,000/- and no details were given to the complainant of Rs. 7,000/-.  However, the complainant states that he has deposited Rs.4,000/- after having inspection of the record.  He deposited Rs. 4,000/- on 24.09.2009 and some information was supplied to the complainant vide APIO(P) letter No. 239/XP, dated 14.10.2009 running into 1173 pages (partial).  He has made observations on the information received by him vide his letter dated 11.11.2009 and again today on 29.12.2009.

4.

As per the observations of the complainant, the information is not complete. Shri Hakam Singh, SDO-cum-APIO(P) states that the information as per the demand and observations made by the complainant will be supplied within a period of 20 days.

5.

The complainant in his observations has pleaded to refund the amount of Rs.4,000/- deposited by him towards the cost of documents as the information has been supplied to him after the stipulated period of 30 days and pleads that  the information be supplied free of cost as per section 7(6) of the RTI Act.  The complainant also pleads that the relief prayed for in the main complaint be given to him.

6.

After deliberations, it is directed that :-


(i)
The PIO/APIO will supply the remaining information as per the 


deliberations made in the court today within a period of 20 days.
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(ii) the PIO will submit his written submission with reasons as to why the information has been delayed and how Rs.4,000/- has been got deposited from the complainant after a period of 30 days.

(iii) The PIO will also explain the reasons as to why the penalty may not be imposed upon him for not supplying the complete information till today.

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 04.02.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:29.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R.C.Bawa,

General Secy. New Generation Residents

Welfare Society, Flat No. 15-G,

New Generatilon apartments, Dhakoli,

Zirakpur, Distt. SAS Nagar.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council,Zirakpur,

Distt. SAS Nagar. 







 Respondent

CC No. 396 /2009

Present:
Shri R.C.Khurana, on behalf of complainant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

A written request has been received in the commission from Shri Harsimran Singh Sethi, Advocate, on behalf of respondent, in which he has stated that he is down with fever and is unable to attend the court today and has requested that the case may be adjourned.

2.

Two copies of  information have been supplied by the PIO to the Commission which have been  taken on record.   The Complainant states that he has not received this information. Accordingly,  one  copy  of the information received in the case file of the  Commission at pages 45 to 56, is handed over to the Complainant against due receipt.  

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 04.02.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh, at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:29.12.2009



State Information Commissioner
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

    SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri R.C.Bawa,

General Secy. New Generation Residents

Welfare Society, Flat No. 15-G,

New Generatilon apartments, Dhakoli,

Zirakpur, Distt. SAS Nagar.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Zirakpur,

Distt. SAS Nagar.







 Respondent

CC No. 2951 /2009

Present:
Shri R.C.Khurana, on behalf of complainant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

A written request has been received in the commission from Shri Harsimran Singh Sethi, Advocate, on behalf of respondent, in which he has stated that he is down with fever and is unable to attend the court today and has requested that the case may be adjourned.

2.

Two copies of  information have been supplied by the PIO to the Commission which have been  taken on record.   The Complainant states that he has not received this information. Accordingly,  one  copy  of the information received in the case file of the  Commission at pages 62 to 69, is handed over to the Complainant against due receipt. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 04.02.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh, at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:29.12.2009



State Information Commissioner

 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Major Lal s/o sh. Mohan Lal,

House No. 2179, Gali No. 4, New Kuldeep

Nagar, Rahon Road, PO: Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 2802 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied through registered post vide letter No. 868-D-Chungi, dated 17.09.2009.

2.

Since the requisite information stands supplied and nothing has been heard from the complainant side, the case is disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:29.12.2009



State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Soni s/o Sh. Ram Adhar Soni,

B-1-1446/4A, Near Kali Mata Mandir,

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.





      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No.  558, 614 & 615 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni, the appellant, in person



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO and Shri 


Ravinder Singh Walia, Junior Draftsman, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 22.12.2009. After arguments, case was adjourned and fixed for today with the direction to submit the affidavit and the plans showing the approved area and constructed area by the owner, Shri Harish Gupta of M/S Garg Infrastructure (P)Ltd. The affidavit has been submitted by Shri P.S.Ghuman, Assistant Commissioner (D)-cum- PIO(D), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana dated 28.12.2009 along with five sheets. The information as per the demand of the appellant in all the three cases has been supplied along with the original affidavit today in the court.
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2.

On the perusal of case file, it reveals that the department has started supplying information in the months of April and May and today they have supplied the complete information as per the demand of the appellant. The commission is satisfied with the statement made by the PIO and therefore, no penalty is imposed upon the PIO.  However, keeping in view the 11 visits made by the appellant to attend the court proceedings, the commission sanctions compensation of Rs.1,000/- per trip to the appellant amounting to Rs.11,000/-. The payment be made in the shape of draft within a period of 15 days. 

3.

However, the appellant very politely declines to accept the amount of compensation awarded to him. So no compensation be paid to the appellant. Since the information stands supplied, all three cases are closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:29.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.   







Appellant.





  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No. 587 /2009

Present:
Shri Rohit Sabharwal, the appellant in person and Shri Saurav 


Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 22.10.2009 when directions were issued to Shri Mohinder Pal.Gupta, Joint Commissioner-cum-first appellate authority, to explain the reasons as to why the case has not been decided by him as first appellate authority.  He has made written submission on 11.11.2009 along with copies of delegation orders passed by the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation. So far as the information is concerned, the same has been supplied and the appellant is satisfied.

2.

On the perusal of the file, it reveals that Shri Vivek Partap Singh, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has issued delegation orders No. 125, dated 14.07.2008 in which Shri Mohinder Pal Gupta, PCS, Joint 
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Commissioner has been appointed as First Appellate Authority under Section 52 read with section 408(2) of the Municipal Corporation Act, 1976.  However, the Principal Secretary, Local Government has issued notification vide No. 8/71/05-1LG4/971, dated 02.06.2009 in which, in the case of Municipal Corporations, the concerned branch superintendent/ Incharge has been appointed as APIO, Joint/ Deputy/ Assistant Commissioner as the PIO and the Commissioner of the Corporation as the Appellate Authority.  However, if the Commissioner wants to designate the Joint Commissioner as the appellate authority, he may request the Government to amend its notification for delegation of powers under RTI Act. It is also directed that after hearing the case(s) by the first appellate authority, the order(s) be issued in writing and send to the applicant within a week’s time.   

3.

Case is disposed of with the directions that the Section 4(1)(b) be complied with. Copy of the notification issued by the Principal Secretary, Local Government, is handed over to Shri Harish Bhagat, APIO for necessary action.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:29.12.2009



State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.







      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



Respondent

AC No. 589 /2009

Present:
Shri Rohit Sabharwal, the appellant in person and Shri Saurav 


Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 20.10.2009 when it was fixed for compliance of orders on 12.11.2009.  However, due to administrative grounds, the case was fixed for today.  The requisite information stands supplied to the appellant and the amount of compensation has also been paid vide cheque dated 04.11.2009.

2.

Since the orders have been complied with, the case is, therefore, disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:29.12.2009



State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)







                         REGISTERED
Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.







   
 Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No. 817 /2009

Present:
Shri Rohit Sabharwal, the appellant in person and Shri Saurav 


Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 03.12.2009 when the show cause notice was issued to all the four PIOs of A,B,C & D Zones of Municipal  Corporation, Ludhiana, for imposing penalty for the delay in the supply of information to the Appellant and they were directed  to submit  affidavits explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon them for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the detriment and loss suffered by him,  within a period of 15 days after the receipt of the orders with a copy to the Appellant.  Accordingly,  affidavits have been filed by:-



(i)    Shri Vinod Sharda, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO, Zone-A;
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(ii) Shri M.S.Jaggi, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO, Zone-B;

(iii) Shri A. S. Sekhon, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO, Zone-C , and
( iv )     Shri A.S.Sekhon, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO, having  

additional charge of  Zone-D,  on behalf of  Shri P. S. Ghuman, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO, Zone-D

2.

From  the perusal of the documents and the affidavits submitted by the PIOs, it transpires that the requisite information  has been supplied to the Appellant  on 01.12.2009 after a period of  five months.  In the affidavits, it has been  stated that some information was supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 2979/Drawing, dated 21.10.2009, which reads as under:-

“ T[go'es ft;/ ns/ jtkb/ nXhB gZso ;pzXh g?ok BzL 1 ;pzXh dZf;nk frnk j? fe GkJh 

oDXho f;zx Bro ftu brhnK j'JhnK rfobK nkfd B{z eJh EktK s/ d{o eo fdZsk 
frnk j?.  ns/ pkeh d/ ofjzd/ j'o th fJ; soK d/ BikfJi epfinK Bz{ d{o eoB dh 
ekotkJh ehsh ik ojh j?. pkeh g?ok Bzpo 2,3,4,5,6 ns/ 8 sfjpikoh ftGkr Bkb 
;pzX oZydk j?.  “

3.

In view  of the circumstances and facts narrated in the affidavits and other documents submitted by the PIOs,  I arrive at the conclusion that the PIOs have not made any sincere efforts to supply the information to the Appellant within stipulated period of time. Rather a casual approach has been adopted by them towards disposal of RTI applications, which is quite vivid from the contents 
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of the letter dated 21.10.2009.   No solid reason has been put forth by the PIOs for the delay in the supply of information. Rather an effort has been made to pass on their responsibility to the APIOs. Taking a serious view of the laxity shown and casual  approach adopted  by the PIOs in the  supply of information,  I impose   a penalty of Rs.5,000/- (Rupees Five thousand only) each on all the four PIOs, mentioned above,  to be deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head, within a period of 20 days. 
4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 19.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No. 1 on second floor of  SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all concerned by registered post. 









       Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:29.12.2009



State Information Commissioner

 
CC:

(1)
Shri Vinod Sharda, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO,

 Zone-A , Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


(2)
Shri M.S.Jaggi, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO, Zone-B,  

                                  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
(3) Shri A.S.Sekhon, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO, Zone-C,  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  

(4)
Shri P. S. Ghuman, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

   SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 2509 /2009

Present:
Shri Rohit Sabharwal, the appellant in person and Shri Saurav 


Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



Shri V.V.Khanna, SDO-cum-APIO and Shri Harish Bhagat, 


Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on 
behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was heard on 20.10.2009 when directions were issued to the PIO to supply the complete information before the next date of hearing and the complainant will submit his response to the information supplied to him.  Directions were also issued to the PIO to argue the case on the next date of hearing about the law point which the complainant will submit on the next date of hearing.  However, the case was not heard on 12.11.2009 due to administrative grounds and date was fixed for today. The respondent made a submission of written statement made by all the four APIOs, A,B,C & D in which they have stated that the statement made by the complainant is not signed by him rather it is signed and drafted under the hand and seal of Shri Saurabh Gupta, Advocate.
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2.

On the perusal of the submission it is found that written submission is on behalf of appellants in reply to the contentions and statements of the respondents. Therefore, the statement is to be treated as that of Shri Rohit Sabharwal. 

3.

After arguments it is decided that the respondent will supply the information relating to the years 2006-07, 2007-08 and 2008-09, that is, for three years, within a period of one month. 

4.

The case was heard on 20.10.2009. Even after lapse of two months no information has been supplied by the PIO.  The commission has taken a very serious view to the point raised by the respondent now, the point might have been taken during the first hearing, that the information is voluminous and cannot be supplied under Section 7(9) of the RTI Act.  The commission feels that the respondents of the Municipal Corporation are not taking interest in supplying the information rather they do not care for the orders passed by the commission on the last date of hearing when the directions were issued to supply the information immediately.   The show cause notices be issued to all the APIOs as to why penalty be not imposed upon them for not supplying the information.

5.           I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-APIOs (i)Shri R.P.Gupta, APIO (A), (ii)Shri Rahul Gagneja, APIO(B), (iii) Shri Ramesh Garg, APIO ( C ) ; and (iv) Shri V.V.Khanna, APIO (D)) to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon 
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them under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. They are also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent-PIO(s)/APIO(s) are directed to file their affidavits showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

6.

The information as stated above is to be supplied in the tabulated form as per the application of the complainant dated 17.08.2009. No documents are to be supplied.  Only the lists in the tabulated form are to be supplied.  The case is fixed for further hearing on 16.02.2010 in court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 


7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:29.12.2009



        State Information Commissioner
